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“A Russian-German Kinship?” 


Two well-known writers on Russia discuss the similari- 
ties and divergencies in Communist and Nazi practice in 
the Christian Science Monitor of August 5. In the light 
of subsequent developments the articles are of especial 
interest. Maurice Hindus insists that the two are “funda- 
mentally opposed,” in spite of surface similarities. In 
Russia “dictatorship and all that it implies, is an instru- 
ment of temporary control.” Russians, he says, are being 
indoctrinated with “ideas of democracy and the liberties 
that it presupposes, and someday . . . the moment will 
come when they will practice real democracy.” In eco- 
nomics, sociology, and art the fundamental theories of 
the two countries are as opposite as in their attitude 
toward democracy. Income from private property is 
acceptable to the Nazis but repudiated in Russia. Racial 
superiority is “rank counter-revolution” and anti-Semitism 
“treason” in Russia, but in Germany race is “everything” 
and anti-Semitism “the law of everyday life.” Again the 
Russians consider war “an evil,” the Nazis think it “a 
builder of character.” From 1932 to 1938 the number of 
students in Russian institutions of higher learning in- 
creased 40 per cent, but from 1932 to 1937 in Germany 
they decreased about 54 per cent. Every career is open 
to women in Russia. 

William Henry Chamberlin, former Moscow corres- 
pondent of the Christian Science Monitor now in Paris, 
insists that “the real ‘united front’ today, as regards 
organization, methods, ideology, is the Communist-Fascist 
united front.” The political systems and the structure 
of government of the two countries are “amazingly simi- 
lar.” While there are still ‘differences and contrasts” the 
two regimes have been “moving toward each other.” 
Germany is “becoming more proletarian” with the state 
“immensely the most powerful capitalist” and the “restric- 
tions and deprivations” have “mainly affected the more 
well-to-do classes.” At the same time Russia is “becoming 
more bourgeois” with “new class distinctions, based . . . 
on differential rewards in the state bureaucracy .. . 
becoming more evident.”” As the two systems have become 
more alike “they show less tendency to come into conflict 
in the field of foreign relations.” 


The F. O. R. and the War 


Last week this Service published an article by the 
Editor giving his analysis of issues with which the war 
in Europe confronts the United States and its churches. 
The article stressed the difficulties attending all efforts 
to arrive at a clear and authentic Christian testimony as 


applied to so grievous a situation. This week we present, 
for consideration on its merits, a noteworthy statement 
issued by the Fellowship of Reconciliation, as adopted by 
its 1939 National Conference. The statement follows: 

“The night of terror which is descending upon widening 
areas of the earth brings us deep sorrow. When our 
brothers suffer, we suffer in sympathy. It is difficult for 
them to live as they now must under the shadow of death ; 
it is even worse for them to be faced with a situation in 
which there seems to be no hope. Many millions are en- 
tering the European war with the feeling that it is ines- 
capable but that no good can come of it. 

“The very fact of this new war proves the tragic 
futility of the whole system in which nations pursue their 
own self-interest by militaristic and imperialistic force. 
In that system wars are inevitable, and war brings whole- 
sale and ruthless destruction of the very things which 
nations sought to grasp. This is a fact which the nations 
failed to recognize adequately in the so-called ‘peace’ 
written after the last World War and in the national 
policies of the years that followed. The continuation of the 
old policies inevitably brought on again the present phase 
of overt violence and destruction, in spite of the idealism 
of peoples, their horror of war, and their fervent desire for 
peace. 

“It is important at this juncture to emphasize also that 
war in turn arouses vindictiveness, hate, a cheap regard 
for the value of human life, and a scorn for idealism; and 
therefore, though men believe they fight for righteous 
ends, war leads to a ‘peace’ of revenge and the setting 
up of arbitrary and unjust economic and political arrange- 
ments which contain the seeds of fresh wars. 

“Tt is the haunting recognition of these facts, together 
with the frightful destructiveness and the monstrous 
impersonalism of modern warfare, that accounts for the 
dull resignation, approaching despair, with which men 
in all lands are entering the war. Unless there is a 
better way, there is indeed no hope for mankind. 


“Under these circumstances, we believe that we are 
abundantly justified in warning against the tendency to 
fix the guilt for the present war upon some one nation 
or one individual of whom men make a personal devil. 
After the last war, when secret treaties were published, 
underlying economic forces were analyzed, the unrelia- 
bility of the war propaganda machines of all the govern- 
ments exposed, we realized how wrong and childishly 
inadequate had been the reading of the problem in terms 
of the sole guilt of one nation. The writing of the ‘peace’ 
on that basis was one of the forms in which we sowed the 
wind from which we now reap the whirlwind. We believe 
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that in the perspective of history Hitler is to be regarded 
as the child of the World War, the subsequent diplomacy, 
and the economic anarchy which has prevailed in the 
world. All nations share the responsibility and guilt of 
this new war—our own which has shown much more 
concern, for example, about collecting war debts than 
with cooperation for a stable world-order ; those nations 
that were determined to maintain the iniquitous and 
untenable status quo, as in Central and Eastern Europe, 
even if that meant plunging the world into another war ; 
and those nations who were determined to change the 
situation to their advantage, even if that meant plunging 
the world into another war. Repentance, which begins at 
home, becomes us all and is the only means by which men 
and nations shall succeed in removing both the beam 
from their own eyes and the mote, or the beam, from their 
brothers’ eyes. 


“Those in our land who may not agree with this point 
of view must nevertheless, equally with those who do, 
face the question: If evil is abroad in the world, how 
may it be effectively stopped? Our experience in the last 
war has conclusively demonstrated that war is not the 
way to stop war, to advance or conserve democracy, to 
move toward the building of an orderly world. 


Tue Better Way 


“The Fellowship of Reconciliation is committed to the 
faith and conviction that there is a better way and that 
if men will commit themselves resolutely to that way, they 
may, even in the midst of chaos, build the foundations for 
the structure of a new world-order. 

“The basis of our faith and conviction is the belief that 
God rules and that mortal forces are both essential and 
ultimate in history. We believe, therefore, that when men 
attempt to hew out their destiny by the means of bomb 
and shell and economic power, or by any other of the 
means by which they do violence to their brothers, they 
bring upon themselves defeat and chaos. 


“But we believe also that men may learn how to live 
together as brothers in peace and justice and how to 
overcome evil if they will study and practice the Way 
of Jesus. To us, this means the way of compassion, for- 
giveness, and reconciliation, of overcoming evil by good, 
of redemptive suffering. This is the path of the suffering 
servant of Jehovah envisioned by Israel’s prophets-——the 
way of the Cross. We believe that war is incompatible 
with this Way. 

“Such was the faith and conviction upon which the 
F.O.R. was founded twenty-five years ago in the midst of 
the World War, upon which it has continued through the 
intervening years, and to which we re-dedicate ourselves 
in this hour. Often we have not, in our personal lives 
or in our social actions, been fully true to this our faith, 
and therefore we share the guilt for the tragedy which has 
overtaken mankind. It is upon ourselves first and not 
upon the ‘war-makers’ that we pronounce judgment. 
Nevertheless, we believe and know that the humble, con- 
fident witness of goodwill which suffers and does not 
resort to hate or the violent destruction of others, is 
the divine way and is not futile. It is the price of 
reconciliation among men and of every effective and 
lasting victory over evil. It is a value which a moral 
universe conserves. It was not Jesus who perished, but 
Caesar, Barabbas, Pilate. 


“Since we are committed to a way of life and a policy 
of human relationships, including those between nations, 


with which war is incompatible, we make the following 
urgent recommendations : 


I. As to National Policy in the World Situation: 


“Our first concern must be that the United States should 
make a constructive contribution to the building of a new 
world-order. To this end we urge the government to 
take the initiative in consolidating a large bloc of neutral 
countries to offer continuous mediation in order to restore 
peace, to build it on just and firm foundations, and to 
establish the beginnings of political and economic co- 
operation after the war. 


“In this work, the defeat suffered by past idealism must 
be avoided by constant emphasis: 


“a) Upon peace conferences democratically set up and 
under civilian and not military control ; 


“b) Upon a peace which really tackles basic economic 
problems such as tariffs, currency wars, equal 
access for all peoples to raw materials, internation- 
alization of control of colonies, and so forth—a 
peace in the making in which the United States 
must be prepared to contribute its full share of 
cooperation ; 


“c) Upon the necessity of taking effective steps toward 
some form of federal world-government based not 
upon violence but upon economic and social justice. 


“The only hope that such a peace can come out of the 
war depends on having a significant bloc of nations not 
involved in the war. It is for this reason, and not the 
ground of a dream of isolation or a desire to save our own 
skins, that we urge redoubled efforts to keep the United 
States out of the war and advocate such measures as the 
following to preserve and extend democracy in the United 
States in order that we may help to restore or extend it 
throughout the world: 


“a) Strengthening our neutrality policy by invoking it 
in the Japanese-Chinese war and extending it every- 
where to cover key war materials such as copper 
and oil, using perhaps the method of a three or 
five year peace-time average to determine export 
quotas. Granting the technical difficulties which this 
subject presents, and making no attempt to solve 
them here, let us strive so far‘as humanly possible 
to take this nation and people out of the business 
of coining blood-money from the sale of instru- 
ments of war, and let us not yield to the illusion 
by which we were betrayed in the last war that 
we can become economically involved and still not 
slip into military involvement. Those who do not 
want American lads to be sent to death in foreign 
lands, on the side of this belligerent or that, must 
not send guns and bombing planes across the seas, 
for tragic experience has taught that the lads will 
follow the guns and the planes ; 


“b) Discouraging or preventing war profiteering not 
only by government action but also by personal 
influence and collective moral pressure ; 


“c) Supporting the war referendum bill in Congress, as 
one of the ways to express and save our democracy ; 


“d) Opposing all industrial mobilization plans and 
conscription laws ; 


“e) Counteracting war propaganda by reminding our- 
selves and our friends that outrages are a part of 
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war and that war itself is the greatest atrocity ; 
that opinion may be influenced by what is not re- 
ported or said about certain nations as well as by 
what is reported or said; and that the unconscious 
distortion of a situation by prejudice is more dan- 
gerous to fair analysis than is deliberate misrepre- 
sentation ; 


“f) Working for moral and psychological peace as well 
as for the cessation of military conflict ; 


“cc 


g) Working for the strengthening of the foundations 
of American democracy by support of measures 
which will provide useful work, especially for our 
youth, and put an end to an unbrotherly economic 
set-up in which many are in want in the midst of 
plenty, a plenty in which others share dispropor- 
tionately and to their own soul’s hurt. 


Il. F. O. R. Policy and Program: 


“Grateful as we are today for the establishment of the 
F.O.R. during the last war, for its witness and its work 
through all the years, we must in this solemn gathering 
confess that we have often not been willing to pay the full 
price of being effective ‘peace-makers,’ therefore we must 
now: 


“1, Deepen our own spiritual life and improve our 
intellectual equipment by a more severe discipline 
in prayer and work, in personal relationships, in 
the cultivation of humility (not least toward fellow- 
Christians and those in the peace movement who 
may not see eye to eye with us), intensifying our 
work as individuals and groups for human better- 
ment and reconciliation in the community. Paci- 
fists must more than ever be workers and prac- 
tical friends, and not mere talkers, in every church 
and community ; 


“2. Work out and practice more intensively and gen- 
erally the small group or pacifist action fellowship 
technique ; 


“3. Perfect local, state, and regional organization of 
F.O.R., and cooperation of F.O.R. with the his- 
toric peace churches, denominational pacifist groups, 
etc. ; 


“4, Organize maximum support for non-partisan relief 
work such as that of the Society of Friends for 
refugees, prisoners of war, etc. In this connection, 
we urge on the F.O.R. Council and other peace 
agencies careful consideration of a proposal to 
extend the International Voluntary Service for 
Peace (Pierre Ceresole), thus providing for the 
recruiting of an ‘army’ of young men who would 
pledge not only to refuse any military service but 
at the same time pledge to perform equivalent ser- 
vice of reconstruction and reconciliation, possibly 
for the same term as the average soldier had 
served, after the war; 


“5. Intensify such work as that begun through the 
Pacifist Handbook to prepare for guidance and 
support of pacifists of military age and their fami- 
lies. This is obviously a task for all the pacifist 
organizations, and we call on the F.O.R. Council 
and staff to proceed at once to consultation with 
all such bodies: 


“6. Continue full support of the International F.O.R. 
and the work of the Embassies of Reconciliation, 
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and pledge our solidarity with conscientious objec- 
tors and their families in other lands, and immedi- 
ately explore the possibilities of bringing them 
material and spiritual support ; 

“7. One of our distinctive tasks as an F.O.R. is now 
with renewed concentration, earnestness, and hum- 
ble love to present the challenge of the Christian 
pacifist position, our understanding of the Way of 
the Cross, to the Christian churches, their leaders 
and members. The churches through denomina- 
tional statements and such ecumenical gatherings as 
Oxford, 1937, have made great advances in this 
realm since the last war. They have denounced 
war as always evil; they have recognized that the 
pacifist position is at least one of the positions a 
Christian may take in conformity with the Bible 
and the doctrines of the Christian faith; and in 
many instances they have recognized their respon- 
sibility for moral and other support of Christian 
youth and others who, in obedience to Christ and 
conscience, refuse to support war and thus incur 
the persecutions of the state and misguided fellow- 
citizens. We must now keep the Church to its 
duty of standing by these declarations, and the 
F.O.R. must nationally and locally place its services 
loyally at the disposal of the Church to help it stand 
fast in the faith. 


“But we must also point out that events and the 
pressure of totalitarian states challenge the Church 
more and more insistently to face the question of 
how long it can countenance any support whatever 
to war, how long it can maintain a position which 
in practice implies extending the blessing of Christ 
both to the Christian youth who refuses to partici- 
pate in war and his brother who, in obedience to 
army regulations, stands this conscientious objector 
against the wall and shoots him. 


“The Church is called to be the universal fellowship 
of believers transcending bounds of nation, race, and class. 
A Church which in fidelity to this vocation and which in 
the name of the crucified Christ were to take leadership in 
the renunciation of all war and place all its trust in the 
Way of the Cross, would be persecuted by the Caesars 
and Caesarisms of our own day; but into that persecuted 
Church, as into the Church of the early Christian centu- 
ries, would pour the masses of men who are wearily 
waiting for the dawn of peace. 

“Because of this conviction, we rejoice to be able to 
announce that under the chairmanship of Harry Emerson 
Fosdick plans are proceeding for the series of regional 
Christian pacifist conferences throughout the nation which 
was tentatively projected last spring. It is the sense of 
this Conference that our officers and Council should re- 
gard the planning of these conferences, and our members 
the promotion of them in their denominations and in their 
home localities as a major task. 


“Firm in our faith in the way of peace and in the God 
of Love, and remembering in gratitude and affection those 
who bore witness to this F.O.R. faith in the last war, we 
dedicate ourselves now to the daily practice of this faith 
in repentance, humility, love, and joy.” 


Rural Ministers Operate Cooperative Farm 
The Ohio Christian News (Columbus) presents in its 
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issue for September the following significant account of a 
venture by three Ohio ministers: 

“Combining the life of the farmer with that of the 
country pastor, three yourfg Méthodist ministers in Co- 
shocton County are conducting a unique experiment in 
rural church leadership. Jointly for the past year they 
have operated a 187-acre farm just outside Coshocton, 
and given their guidance as pastors to three churches which 
formerly constituted a circuit under a single minister. 
This fall they are transferring their farming operations to 
a smaller tract in the same territory. 

“The three farmer-pastors are Rev. Russell Hoy, Rev. 
Raymond Robinson and Rev. Paul Olinger. Reared on 
farms, Mr. Hoy and Mr. Robinson had discussed the 
idea of such a rural ministry as this ever since their 
seminary days, when they were room-mates. Meanwhile 
they had gone ahead as rural ministers and a year ago 
were serving charges near McConnellsville. . . . They ob- 
tained the interested approval of Bishop Lester Smith for 
their project... . 

“They carry out both their church work and their 
farming on a strictly cooperative basis. The varying 
salaries paid by the three churches are pooled and shared 
equally. They divide equally both the expense and the 
produce of the farm. Each devotes about three days a 
week, as nearly as church duties permit, to work on the 
farm. 

“The three assist each other actively in the work of 
their churches. They have held leadership training schools 
and conducted youth programs together, and have shared 
in special preaching services, filling one another’s pulpits 
from time to time. 

“The trio have undertaken their program not with the 
idea of doing part-time pastoral work and getting support 
from the farm, but rather from the viewpoint that a man 
living on the soil, sharing with his neighbors the farmers’ 
problems and interests, can give his rural community 
better, more realistic religious leadership than the pastor 
who lacks this experience.” 


Calendar Reform—A Critical View 


In INrorMATION SeERvicE of April 22, 1939, there 
appeared an article on the subject of “Calendar Reform” 
which, it has been suggested, calls for a statement by one 
who cannot agree with the position taken in that article. 
The following is such a statement: 

Many writers on this subject assuming that they repre- 
sent the view of the great majority of people interested 
seem to think that minorities need be given but little 
consideration in this matter. On that point it might be 
said at the outset that the history of mankind witnesses 
to the fact that genuine progress has been made only as 
active minorities have dared to express their conscientious 
convictions, and have centered attention upon some neg- 
lected truth until it has found general acceptance. 


Advocates of calendar revision present arguments in 
favor of a revised calendar on the basis of its advantages 
in material ways, with no suggestion of any religious 
value to be gained by such revision, and then set out to 
answer those who object to the proposed revision on reli- 
gious grounds. In other words, those who favor revision 
advocate it on one level, that of secular interests, while 
those who oppose revision do so on a higher level, that of 
religion. In the first place, it should be said at this point 


that advantages to be gained, even on the level of the 
material, are of doubtful value. In the second place, 
legitimate objections made on religious grounds should 
be given most earnest consideration. Certainly this should 
be true of the representatives of the churches. 

Objections to calendar reform arise, it would seem, 
mainly from those who observe the ancient Sabbath of 
the Jewish-Christian Scriptures. In all calendar changes 
in the past the continuity of the seven-day week with the 
Sabbath set at the end of the week, as it is in the Bible, 
has been preserved. But now it is considered to be of 
doubtful wisdom to “take issue with mankind in a world 
apt to be dominated by the material.” Is it not every 
Christian’s duty as well as his highest privilege as a 
follower of Jesus Christ to challenge the right of the 
world “dominated by the material” to direct his thinking 
or dictate his practices? There is certainly sufficient pres- 
ent evidence in the world of the blight of a material 
philosophy, finding expression through a dictated and 
regimented political system. 

Those who contend for a calendar that leaves unchanged 
the seven-day week, with the Seventh-day Sabbath, even 
in our time believe they are rightly contending for the 
Biblical Sabbath day which begins and ends at sunset. 

It is said in the article referred to above that “Our day 
is a standard day of definite length, measurable by the 
clock, whereas the Biblical day, on which is based the 
Sabbatical sequence varies in length according to the 
seasons.” Which is less variable, a day measured by the 
clock or a day measured by the unvarying phenomenon 
of the setting sun? Twice every year where the shift is 
made to daylight saving time, and back to standard time 
again, the length of the clock-day is altered by an hour. 
The Sabbath measured by the sun does not yield even 
to this mundane though benevolent law, although it does 
not interfere with its observance. Neither does the change 
of the seasons affect the length of-the day measured by 
the sunset. 


But these are not the issues of most significance in this 
discussion. In a matter which involves the conscience 
consideration should be given to minorities, especially 
when the thing advocated has as little value for the 
majority as does a revised calendar. Church historians 
know how large a place antipathy for the Jews and the 
introduction of pagan elements into the Christian Church 
had in the gradual substitution of Sunday for the Sabbath 
in the early centuries of Christianity. All Christians 
today should be concerned lest these same forces, again 
dominant in certain parts of the world, cause the Church 
to forsake her ideals and weaken her message. 

Because of adverse ecogomic conditions which no one 
seems to be able to cope with successfully, it might be 
possible to secure the adoption of a “world Calendar” on 
the doubtful assumption that it will cure our economic 
ills. It is difficult to see just where a revised calendar 
would improve world conditions in any important sense. 
Certainly since it would interfere with the conscientious 
religious practice of all who choose to follow the Jewish- 
Christian rite of observing the ancient Seventh-day Sab- 
bath as holy time, all persons who are interested in 
preserving religion should oppose the present movement 
for calendar reform. 

The above argument is offered in order that both sides 
of the matter may be fairly presented. 
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